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Brief Notes 73 

Uttu, the Sumerian god of commerce 

In JBAS 1919, 37-41, Langdon has laid Assyriologists under 
obligation by discovering new material for the appraisal of the 
mysterious TAG + KU, who now assumes more tangible shape 
before our eyes. A more careful sifting of the material, how- 
ever, requires the modification of Langdon 's results. First of 
all we must examine CT 12, 24, 38129, 64 ff.; cf. Christian, 
MY AG 1913, 78, who clarifies the situation regarding the sign 
names : 

64 TAG + Sti(tibir, SGI 157) = rittu*" 

65 TAG + UT( !) (uttu?) = rittu™ 

66 TAG + KU {uttu?) = rittu™ 

Sb 121 (kisib = 3118 = rittu 1 ") shows clearly that rittu meant 
not only 'paw, hand, fist,' but also 'seal'; for the development 
cf. our 'hand' for 'signature.' Line 65 above is a phonetic 
writing of a common type, indicating the pronunciation utu, or 
the like; the other two entries leave one in doubt whether the 
older writing is TAG + Stir or TAG + KU, since Stf and KU 
can hardly be distinguished in Old Babylonian. As rittu means 
hand, like su, TAG + KU is probably secondary in this use. 
It can, moreover, be shown that TAG + Sti means 'fist,' as 
well as 'seal.' The expression zig-tibira-ra means mahacu sa 
sapri, 'strike the rump' (sapru = Ar. tafr, 'arse, rump,' a 
sense which fits into all the passages perfectly ; sapru is a syn- 
onym of imsu, 'seat, fundament'), a common gesture in cunei- 
form literature, expressive of disgust or despair. But ZIG 
alone, with the pronunciation gas, means sapru, 'rump' (Br. 
4688) ; the sign, which has not been explained, obviously repre- 
sents this part of the body (cf. the Eg. sign ph). So, as ra = 
mahacu, tibir must be 'fist'; the whole phrase means 'strike 
the rump with the fist.' The fact that KU = isdu, 'seat, arse,' 
does not warrant the interpretation of TAG + KU in this way, 
however. In the same way, one could take any of the multifa- 
rious values of KU, and erect a hypothesis on it ; I have made 
and rejected several. It is by no means certain that the trans- 
lation 'full, laundry,' for TAG sa KU is correct; the following 
entry, puc(c)u sa irsi, is simply 'clean a sleeping rug'; even 
if it is right, it most certainly does not result that Uttu is a 
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fuller-god. Juxtaposition in the vocabularies has been em- 
ployed as an argument to prove many erroneous contentions. 

In the important section last published by Meek, AJSL 31. 
287, Uttu is explained as the divine engraver (zadim; the 
engraver also made seals), the god of the seal, the god of judi- 
cial decisions { d Sd-bar, il sa^purusse) , the god of the judicial 
staff { d TJs-bar, !i parmsu), and d BAT, whose meaning is doubt- 
ful, tho 'fuller' is possible. These statements ought to make 
it clear that Uttu was a god of the contract, which lay at the 
center of all Babylonian business life. Now we can understand 
why Uttu appears in the Langdon Epic in a transaction involv- 
ing the purchase of agricultural products; the Sumerian poet 
wanted to portray the beginning of agricultural and commer- 
cial life, which held a place of such dignity and importance in 
Babylonia. 

Unfortunately, Langdon insists upon maintaining the identi- 
fication of TAG -j- KU with Utnapisti m , which the pronunciation 
TJttu assists him in doing. After JAOS 38. 60, the imaginary 
' Utta-napistim arik' should be allowed to die. As a mere pos- 
sibility I would propose the identification of Uttu with the 
sun-god Utu, also pdris purusse and lord of the judicial sceptre 
and the contract; Uttu is then a depotentized sun-god, like the 
Avestan Mithra. It may be noted that Mithra was also a god 
of the contract, as well as a figure of the Tammuz type, in some 
respects (cf. the remarks JAOS 39. 81, to which, aside from the 
reading Bummu, I still subscribe). Uttu may easily have been 
a god of fertility and a god of business at once; Nisaba was 
a goddess of writing and accounting as well as a grain-deity. 

In this connection I wish to correct a typographical error in 
JAOS 39, 81, n. 28, where the g in Eg. ngr (ndr) should have 
an inverted circumflex, as in the copy. The serpent hieroglyph 
was pronounced dz, but since the three Semitic Jf's (Ar. s, d, 
and z) have fallen together in it, as well as the palatalized g, we 
have adopted the habit of transcribing d in the former case, 
and g with inverted circumflex in the latter ; DJiuti corresponds 
to Eth. dahdi, 'sun,' and is more remotely connected with Ar. 
uddah, 'moon.' 
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